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let the Good Times Roll 
Nebraska's Economic Outlook lor the Next Two Years 
John Austin and the Nebraska Business Forecast Counci/* 
hi Ie the nation's economy is expected to grow 
slowly over the next two years, Nebraska's eco-
nomic health will remain vigorous. The confluence 
of strong agricultural income and overall strength in 
Nebraska's nonfarm economy will yield solid advances in 
employment as well as rapid growth in income and sales. 
Employment Gobs) will advance 1.8 percent in both 1997 
and 1998. Nonfarm personal income will advance 6.7 
percent in 1997 and 5.4 percent in 1998. Net taxable retail 
sales will advance 6.7 percent in 1997 and 6.0 percent in 
1998 (Figure 1, Tables 1 and 2). The only concern is 
whether all employers will be able to recruit enough new 
workers. 
Nebraska's Agricultural Economy 
Nebraska's 1996 net farm income (USDA basis) 
will be at or near record levels when final results are 
published. A bumper crop of corn sold at good prices, 
combined with a normalization of cattle feeding profits 
drove incomes up. Prospects for the next two years call for 
continued high levels of net farm income. 
Nebraska's grain farmers received an unencum-
bered bonus of approximately $300 million from the federal 
government. The payment is part of the new 
agricultural program that replaces old programs 
that were tied to crop production and prices. 
While it is true that the $300 million payment this 
year is well under the $500 million average of the 
previous five years, the 1996 payment under the 
old program would have been near zero. Future 
payments are programmed to decrease. 
The 1996 corn harvest was a bumper crop. While 
cash prices dropped sharply as the harvest came in, a 
substantial part of the crop was sold in the futures market at 
higher prices. Further, large operators have increased on-
farm storage so that crops can be held off the market during 
harvest periods when prices traditionally fall, and sold later 
at higher prices. Thus, revenues from corn operations will be 
high in 1996 and 1997. 
Figure 1 
Key Economic Growth Rales 
(percent) 
Table 1-Summary of Projections, Nebraska Nonfarm Employment, Nonfarm Personal Income, and Retail 
Sales Annual Average of Monthly Values 
1990 1991 1992 
Total Nonfarm Employment- 730,026 739,212 750,153 
Nonfarm Personal Income" 25,141 26,371 28,407 
Net Taxable Retail Sales·" 
(Annual Averages of Monthly Sales) 
Total 1,029 1,062 1,113 
Motor Vehicle Sales 127 120 125 
Other Retail Sales 902 942 988 
'Number of Jobs 
"Annual Totals 
"'Annual Averages of Monthly Sales 
Good growing weather resulted in relatively low 
operating costs in 1996. Well-timed rains allowed irrigators to 
reduce pumping. Oryland farmers experienced high yields. 
High foreign demand for grains will keep carryover at 
low levels. low carryover implies that grain prices will remain 
high. ConsequenUy, the ouUook for Nebraska's grain farmers 
remains good for the next two years. 
There has been some retum to profitability in the 
caWe sector. The price of feeder cattle is now low enough to 
allow cattle feeders using the futures market to set the cost 
of feed and the price of finished cattle, ensuring a profit on 
operations. In recent years, feeders could expect to break 
even on operations. Further, the drought in the southern 
Great Plains has forced caWemen in that area to cut back 
herd sizes, easing downward price pressures on the caWe 
market overall. 
Although not as large as the cattle market, the hog 
market in Nebraska retumed to profitability for most of 1996. 
Given strong foreign and domestic demand, the outlook for 
the hog market will remain robust in the near term. 
1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
767,212 795,468 815,089 828,618 843,685 858,699 
($ millions) 
30,082 31,578 33,902 36,098 38,446 40,956 
1,181 1,268 1,323 1,419 1,513 1,604 
142 151 157 173 186 196 
1,039 1,117 1,166 1,246 1,327 1,407 
Nonfarm Employment 
Overall levels of nonfarm employment in the state 
will expand at just under 2 per cent per yearover the next two 
years. Employment growth will continue to put pressure on 
labor supplies. Total nonfarm employment will near 860,000 
by 1998 (Table 3). The following are features of the employ-
ment forecast. 
The services sector will expand by just over 3.0 
percent per year for the next two years . Consequently, the 
state's largest employment sector will be the fastest growing 
sector, thus ensuring that it will remain the state's largest 
employer with 230,000 employees expected in 1998. 
Retail trade, the state's second largest employment 
sector, will grow at half the rate of the services sector. 
State and local government, the state's third largest 
employment sector, will grow by about 1.0 percent per year 
over the next two years. Growth will not be evenly distributed 
within this sector since local government employment is 
expected to grow faster than state government employment 
(Table 4). 
Table 2- Summary of Projections, Nebraska Nonfarm Employment, Nonfann Personal Income, and Retail 
Sales Average Growth Rates 
1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
Total Nonfann Employment 3.1 1.3 1.5 2.3 3.7 2.5 1.7 1.8 1.8 
Nonfann Personal Income 7.4 4.9 7.7 5.9 5.0 7.4 6.5 6.5 6.5 
CPl' 5.5 4.2 3.0 3.0 2.6 2.8 2.9 2.8 2.8 
Net Taxable Retail Sales 
Total 4.3 3.2 4.8 6.1 7.4 4.3 7.3 6.7 6.0 
Motor Vehicle Sales 0.9 -5.8 4.0 13.7 6.7 3.8 10.0 8.0 6.0 
Other Retail Sales 4.8 4.5 4.9 5.1 7.5 4.4 6.9 6.5 6.0 
'Consumer Price Index 
NowmbrrllRumbtr 1996 Businns in Nrbras/ta (BIN) 
Table 3-Number of Jobs and Percent Change by Industry 
Annual Averages (whole numbers) 
Const & Manufacturing 
Mining Durables Nondurables 
1990 28,596 48,522 49,286 
1991 28,728 47,485 52,119 
1992 29,760 46,922 53,791 
1993 31,778 48,752 55,032 
1994 34,772 51,948 56,992 
1995 35,623 53,862 57,893 
1996 36,450 54,132 58,997 
1997 37,423 54,673 60,295 
1998 38,397 55,220 61 ,621 
Percent Changes 
1991 0.5 -2.1 5.7 
1992 3.6 -1.2 3.2 
1993 6.8 3.9 2.3 
1994 9.4 6.6 3.6 
1995 2.4 3.7 1.6 
1996 2.3 0.5 1.9 
Manufacturing employment will 
expand moderately. Durable goods manu-
facturing employment growth will slow from 
its 1993-to-1995 rate because of a short-
age of skilled labor. Nondurable 
manufacturing employment will expand by 
just over 2.0 percent per year. 
Employment in the transportation, 
communication, and utilities sector will be 
aided by Union Pacific's addition of 1,000 
workers in the state. The growth rate should 
meet or exceed that of the early 1990s 
during 1997 and 1998. 
The growth rate for the finance, 
insurance, and real estate sector will be 
less than half its historical average as the 
effects from consolidations in banking con-
tinue to be resolved. 
Construction activity will grow by 
about a half percentage point less than the 
growth rate of services. Housing construc-
tion will remain at high levels as long-term 
interest rates remain low and some areas 
continue to experience high net inmigration 
rates. Highway construction employment in 
the state's metro areas continues at high 
levels as interstate bridges and ramps are 
rebuilt. (cant 'd) 
Business in N ebraska (BIN) 
TCU 
46,276 
47,414 
47,165 
47,338 
48,278 
49,433 
49,977 
50,628 
51 ,279 
2.5 
-0.5 
0.4 
2.0 
2.4 
1.1 
State & 
Wholesale Retail Federal Local 
Trade Trade FIRE Services Gov't Gov't Total 
53,392 134,144 48,426 177,966 18,040 125,378 730,026 
52,567 135,642 48,576 181,052 17,416 128,213 739,212 
52,362 137,457 49,429 185,605 17,076 130,587 750,153 
51,998 141,160 50,506 191,681 17,312 131,655 767,212 
51,882 147,072 51 ,541 201,872 17,198 133,931 795,486 
53,239 151 ,738 52,388 210,402 16,414 134,098 815,089 
54,038 153,858 52,524 216,735 16,067 135,841 828,618 
54,600 156,166 53,129 223,561 15,876 137,335 843,685 
55,162 158,508 53,733 230,386 15,685 138,709 858,699 
-1.5 1.1 0.3 1.7 -3.5 2.3 1.3 
-0.4 1.3 1.8 2.5 -2.0 1.9 1.5 
-0.7 2.7 2.2 3.3 1.4 0.8 2.3 
-0.2 4.2 2.0 5.3 -0.7 1.7 3.7 
2.6 3.2 1.6 4.2 -4.6 0.1 2.5 
1.5 1.4 0.3 3.0 -2 .1 1.3 1.7 
Table 4-Percent Change in Employment January -
September 1996 vs January - September 1995 
State Nonurban Urban 
Rate Rate Rate1 
Nonfarm Employment (W&S) 1.5 1.6 1.5 
Construction & Mining 2.2 0.6 3.5 
Manufacturing 
Durable Goods 0.2 0.9 -0.6 
Nondurable Goods 1.7 2.6 0.6 
TCU2 1.0 1.5 0.6 
Trade 
Wholesale 1.7 1.6 1.7 
Retail 1.2 0.3 2.1 
FIRP -0.0 -1 .3 0.4 
Services 2.9 3.8 2.5 
Government 
Federal -2.4 -1.4 -3.0 
State 0.7 1.4 0.4 
Local 1.6 1.9 1.2 
' Urban is defined here to include Douglas, Sarpy, and Lancaster Counties 
2Transportation, Communication, and Utilities 
3Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate 
November/December 1996 
Nonfarm Personal Income 
Nonfarm personal income will grow 6.5 percent 
annually over the next two years. With the inflation rate 
below 3.0 percent per year, over half the gains in personal 
income will be real gains (Table 5). Key features of the 
income forecast follow. 
Wages and salaries, about two-thirds of nonfarm 
income, will grow 7.0 percent per year in both 1997 and 
1998. Wage rate pressures will continue, especially in the 
low wage sectors. Overall wage rate increases will exceed 
the rate of inflation. Wage rates will rise roughly 5.0 percent 
in each of the next two years. 
Other labor income (primarily benefits) will con-
tinue to grow more slowly than wages and salaries as 
employers continue to ask employees to expand their 
participation in funding benefits, especially medical insur-
ance. 
The expansion of dividends, interest, and rents is 
subject to conflicting forces. High stock market levels imply 
higher dividends and capital gains. Low interest rates hold 
down interest payments. In some areas of the state, rents 
are increasing rapidly as the demand for housing expands. 
Transfer payments will grow as the numb~r of 
retirees increases and the cost of living expands. The 
forecast for transfer payment growth is near its growth rates 
for the last decade. 
Nonfarm proprietors' income will grow about one 
percentage point slower than wages and salaries. 
Based 0'11 estimates offarm income (USDA basis) at or 
near record levels, it is estimated that 1996 total personal 
income will be about $38.5 billion. Therefore, total personal 
income will grow about 6.0 percent per year in 1997 and 1998. 
Net Taxable Retail Sales 
Total nettaxable retail sales will grow about 7.3 percent 
in 1996, led by a 10.0 percent growth in motor vehicle sales. 
Motor vehicle sales are strong and will remain so in 
1997. Part ofthat strength comes from the grains farmers© need 
to increase expenses to offset high net incomes. Farm imple-. 
ment sales will not be captured in the net taxable series since 
they are no longer taxed. 
Other net taxable retail sales growth will near 7.0 
percent in 1996 and remain above historical growth rates in 
1997 and 1998. Retail sales growth will respond to growth in 
personal income. 
*We are grateful for the help of the Nebraska Business Forecast 
Council: Phil Baker, Nebraska Department of Labor; Bruce 
Johnson, Department of Agricultural Economics, UNL; Ernie 
Goss, Department of Economics and Finance, Creighton Uni-
versity; Stu Miller, Nebraska Department of Economic 
Development; Donis Petersan, Nebraska Public Power Dis-
trict; Franz Schwartz, Nebraska Department of Revenue; Garth 
Taylor, Panhandle Research and Extension Center, UNL; Keith 
Turner, Department of Economics, UNO; Charles Lamphear 
and John Austin, Bureau of Business Research, UNL. 
Table 5-Nonfarm Personal Income and Components, 1990 to 1998 
Annual Averages ($ millions) 
Nonfarm Total Other Nonfarm 
Personal wages & Labor Transfer Proprietors' Residential 
Income Sa aries Income DIR* Payments Income PCS/** Adjustment 
1990 25,140,768 14,853,304 1,459,983 5,028,332 3,832,914 1,956,512 (1,395,789) (358,641) 
1991 26,370,709 15,603,916 1,630,861 5,039,207 4,155,636 2,007,135 (1,472,808) (376,702) 
1992 28,407,278 16,552,461 1,853,163 5,485,427 4,554,019 2,134,338 (1 ,562,333) (406,530) 
1993 30,082,429 17,299,932 2,200,054 6,069,574 4,677,949 2,074,139 (1 ,603,289) (421 ,334) 
1994 31,578,048 18,380,592 2,343,009 6,153,410 4,879,030 2,241,989 (1,732,526) (437,731) 
1995 33,901 ,725 19,616,556 2,482,378 6,743,950 5,200,337 2,423,711 (1,845,103) (467,501) 
Annual Percentage Changes 
1991 4.9 11 .7 0.2 8.4 2.6 5.5 5.0 
1992 7.7 13.6 8.9 9.6 6.3 6.1 7.9 
1993 5.9 18.7 10.6 2.7 -2.8 2.6 3.6 
1994 5.0 6.5 1.4 4.3 8.1 8.1 3.9 
1995 7.4 5.9 9.6 6.6 8.1 6.5 6.8 
<Dividends, Interest, Rent 
« Personal Contribution for Social Insurance 
November/December 1996 Business in Nebraska (BIN) 
Single-Familv Home Starts in Nebraska 
Garth Taylor, Panhandle Research and Extension Center 
Charles Lamphear. Bureau of Business Research 
N ear1y 5,000 single·famity new home starts were reported in Nebraska for 1995. About 70 percent of the new home starts occurred in Lancaster County I . and the Omaha area that includes Cass, Douglas, Sarpy, and Washington I 
Counties. The average price of a newly constructed single-family home in 1995 was l · _____ l..:.b~ 
$93,300. The average price for lancaster County was $1 14,700. which was 23 .. 
percent above the state average. 
Hillin 1 
This article reports on the single-family home industry for the state's major 
urban centers-lincoln and Omaha-and for several rural counties that contain 
major trade centers. The focus is on new home starts and average home value. The 
reader is cautioned about forming conclusions that involve comparisons, since a 
home does not represent a standardized product. Homes vary in size and quality, 
depending on buyers' incomes and preferences. 
The number of new home starts in the state for 1995 was just a few hundred 
shy of the average number for the previous three years (Figure 1). But, the 1995 level 
was more than double the 1982 level , when new home starts reached a low point for 
the 1980-1995 period. The housing market was depressed in the early 1980s, 
because of a flat economy and high mortgage rates. However, high mortgage rates 
and economic downturns only temporarily deter buyers. Over the long run, demo-
graphies and income growth largely determine housing starts. 
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The Omaha area is, by far. the state's largest hous· 
ing market (Figure 2). Housing starts in the Omaha area have 
fluctuated between 2,000 and 3,000 since the early 19805. In 
1982 only 1,300 new home starts were reported. A year later 
the number nearly doubled to 2,500. A record number of new 
home starts-nearly 3,OOO-was reported for 1993. Since 
1991 over 2,500 new home starts have been reported annu-
ally for the Omaha area. New home starts for 1995 were 
slightly above the 1980 level . 
R .. re3 
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In Lancaster County new home starts averaged 
about half the numberfor the Omaha area. Lancaster County's 
new home starts have grown almost every year since the 
early 19805 (Figure 3). The number for 1995 was slightly 
below 1,000, which was about 220 short of the high of 1,200 
reached in 1994. 
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New home starts in rural counties reached lows 
during the period 1985 to 1968 (Figures 4 and 5). ap-
proaching zero for Scotts Bluff and Lincoln Counties. 
Once the rural housing mar1<et recovered, new home 
starts for Hall and Buffalo Counties remained virtually 
equal. 
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Adjusting for population differences, new 
home starts are higher in urban areas than in rural 
areas. The infannation on new home starts dis· 
played in Figure 6 is based on 1,000 population. 
During the 19605 new home starts per 1,000 popu-
lation for Uncoln County was 0.9. The rate for Scotts 
Bluff County was 1.1. For the same period , the rate 
for the Omaha area was 3.9, followed by Lancaster 
County at 3.0. Scotts Bluff County had the lowest rate 
during the period 1990 to 1995 at 1.2, followed by 
Lincoln County at 1.9. lancaster County had the 
highest rate at 4.8, followed by the Omaha area at 4.6 
new single-family home starts per 1,000 population. 
Prices of newly-built homes in Nebraska 
have grown about 6.7 percent per year since 1980 
(Figure 7). A newly·constructed home has more than 
doubled in price in the last fifteen years. In 1980 a 
newly-constructed home in Nebraska was priced 
below $40,000. By 1995 the price tag for an average 
new home was over $90,000. Prices of newly-con-
structed homes also vary between housing markets. 
In the early 1980s rural home construction was 
priced higher than that for lancaster County or the 
Omaha area. Since then , rural new home prices 
have been about equal to the Omaha area prices. 
For over a decade lancaster County has had the 
highest priced homes-reaching nearly $115,000 in 
1995, or about 23 percent above the state average. 
Data sources for this article include the Nebraska 
State Home Builders Association and the U. S. De-
partment of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. 
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Twe1Jtyfiw ~ars ofChang~ in Hous~ho/J alld Family Compositiml 
Married couples with children 
1970 
40% 
1995 
25% 
Number ot people per household 
Households with five or more people 
Households with people living alone 
Families maintained by women with no husband present 
Families maintained by men with no wife present 
Metropolitan area households 
Families with no children under 18 at home 
3.14 
loutotS 
one-sixth 
5.6 million 
1.2 million 
2 out of3 
44% 
2.65 
10utot10 
one·tourth 
12.2 million 
3.2 million 
4 autotS 
51% 
A household is an individual or a group of people who occupy a housing unit. whereas a family is a group of 
two or more people, one of whom is the householder, living together, who are related by birth , marriage, or 
adoption. 
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Net Taxable Retail Sales* lor Nebraska Cities ISOOO) 
August YTD YTD% August YTD YTD% 
$ $ Change $ $ Change 
Ainsworth, Brown 1,770 12,996 -5.3 Kearney, Buffalo 31,624 219,931 5.4 
Albion, Boone 1,694 15,155 14.2 Kenesaw, Adams 108 829 1.7 
Alliance, Box Butte 6,267 45,259 4.9 Kimball, Kimball 1,719 11,490 -8.8 
Alma, Harlan 667 5,312 1.3 La Vista, Sarpy 7,833 56,607 13.4 
Arapahoe, Furnas 589 4,960 2.7 Laurel, Cedar 339 2,721 5.7 
Arlinton, Washington 144 1,340 -1.4 Lexinwon, Dawson 7,240 57,533 2.4 
Arno d, Custer 221 1,998 -3.5 Linco n, Lancaster 186,502 1,362,308 10.7 
Ashland, Saunders 1,085 7,301 3.2 Louisville, Cass 412 2,926 4.6 
Atkinson, Holt 841 6,228 4.9 Loup City, Sherman 604 4,500 2.7 
Auburn, Nemaha 2,327 18,620 0.8 ~ons, Burt 469 3,337 -0.2 
Aurora, Hamilton 2,364 20,091 0.3 adison, Madison 801 5,768 17.4 
Axtell, Kearney 69 654 4.6 McCook, Red Willow 11,158 80,960 8.7 
Bassett, Rock 452 3,637 0.7 Milford, Seward 707 6,339 5.8 
Battle Creek, Madison 570 4,749 1.2 Minatare, Scotts Bluff 209 1,519 -18.5 
Bayard, Morrill 413 3,206 -13.2 Minden, Kearne~ 1,848 12,221 -5.4 
Beatrice, Ga~e 9,473 73,712 5.0 Mitchell, Scotts luff 719 5,487 -14.7 
Beaver Ci~, urnas 125 880 -10.3 Morrill, Scotts Bluff 438 3,058 -2.0 
Bellevue, a~y 19,050 134,043 19.2 Nebraska City, Otoe 5,774 41,426 11.1 
Benkelman, undh 512 4,032 10.0 Neligh, Antelope 1,214 9,287 -2.5 Benni~ton, Doug as 338 2,901 39.2 Newman Grove, 294 2,538 4.9 
Blair, ashington 6,221 45,980 0.7 Norfolk, Madison 29,137 209,954 7.1 
Bloomfield, Knox 696 4,573 5.0 North Bend, Dodge 457 3,720 8.2 
Blue Hill, Webster 447 3,104 10.9 North Platte, Lincoln 22,742 161,926 2.9 
Bridgeport, Morrill 1,185 7,556 4.4 O'Neill, Holt 4,124 33,747 9.5 
Broken Bow, Custer 3,545 34,269 1.4 Oakland, Burt 4,754 1.9 
Burwell, Garfield 671 5,143 -2.4 Ogallala, Keith 42,965 5.0 
Cairo, Hall 180 1,419 -2.9 Omaha, Douglas 3,288,711 5.5 
Cambrid8e, Furnas 810 9,029 51.8 Ord, valle~ 13,545 -3.7 
Central ~, Merrick 1,657 12,643 10.1 Osceola, olk 5,506 -6.3 
Ceresco, aunders 1,170 8,806 8.7 Oshkosh, Garden 436 3,293 -13.5 
Chadron, Dawes 3,892 25,218 -5.4 Osmond, Pierce 554 3,221 9.8 
Ch~pell, Deuel 359 2,957 -10.3 Oxford, Furnas 311 2,324 -11.3 
Cia son, Colfax 435 3,284 7.4 Papillion, sarp~ 5,220 39,169 34.4 
Clay Center, Clay 299 2,100 7.1 Pawnee City, awnee 240 2,198 -5.9 
Columbus, Platte 19,813 151,786 4.4 Pender, Thurston 746 5,020 9.2 
Cozad, Dawson 2,614 20,645 -0.1 Pierce, Pierce 602 4,815 -1.1 
Crawford, Dawes 663 3,889 4.4 Plainview, Pierce 587 4,533 -7.6 
Creighton, Knox 1,059 7,546 -2.3 Plattsmouth, Cass 3,101 23,118 2.9 
Crete, Saline 3,730 26,386 -1.9 Ponca, Dixon 540 3,983 5.4 
Crofton, Knox 410 3,159 18.5 Ralston, Douglas 3,122 22,724 12.0 
Curtis, Frontier 339 2,235 0.0 Randolph, Cedar 358 2,811 5.8 
Dakota City, Dakota 573 4,482 3.1 Ravenna, Buffalo 634 4,864 -6.6 
David Ci~, Butler 1,523 11,435 3.9 Red Cloud, Webster 702 4,937 -7.2 
Deshler, hayer 229 1,766 2.0 Rushville, Sheridan 568 4,149 -2.8 
Dodge, Dod~e 189 1,705 0.0 Sargent, Custer 180 1,494 -6.2 
DOniphan, all 713 4,202 10.4 Schuyler, Colfax 1,782 14,546 4.2 
Eagle, Cass 359 2,514 -6.9 Scottsbluff, Scotts Bluff 20,289 149,826 3.7 
EI~ln, Antelope 413 3,135 8.6 Scribner, Dodge 556 3,662 11.7 
EI horn, Douglas 1,985 13,807 14.6 Seward, Seward 4,848 35,602 1.1 
Elm Creek, Buffalo 276 2,152 37.4 Shelby, Polk 295 2,411 6.5 
Elwood, Go~er 536 3,155 3.1 Shelton, Buffalo 605 4,682 -0.6 
Fairbury, Je erson 2,918 23,214 2.3 Sidney, Cheyenne 8,762 51,530 7.1 
Fairmont, Fillmore 117 989 -17.9 South Sioux City, Dakota 7,975 62,261 5.3 
Falls City, Richardson 2,515 19,041 5.1 Springfield, Sarpy 353 2,173 52.6 
Franklin, Franklin 488 3,613 0.7 SI. Paul, Howard 1,194 8,794 1.2 
Fremont, Dodge 20,966 161,521 4.3 Stanton, Stanton 522 4,234 3.2 
Friend, Saline 441 3,681 -6.0 Stromsbu~, Polk 1,125 7,142 8.9 
Fullerton, Nance 492 3,789 -7.8 Superior, uckolls 1,525 11,491 2.8 
Geneva, Fillmore 1,655 13,440 1.1 Sutherland, Lincoln 303 2,271 13.9 
Genoa, Nance 321 2,054 10.9 Sutton, Cla6 876 9,684 17.0 Gering, Scotts Bluff 3,886 25,745 3.6 Syracuse, toe 987 7,646 0.7 
Gibbon, Buffalo 642 5,333 -3.0 Tecumseh, Johnson 964 7,849 1.1 
Gordon, Sheridan 1,862 13,043 1.9 Tekamah, Burt 1,171 7,996 2.8 
Gothenburg, Dawson 2,155 15,356 -0.8 Tilden, Madison 471 3,439 2.9 
Grand Island, Hall 48,696 353,668 0.0 Utica, Seward 327 1,945 10.8 
Grant, Perkins 968 7,275 8.8 Valentine, Cherry 4,176 28,714 5.4 
Gretna, Sarpy 4,202 26,023 1.5 Valley, Douglas 1,440 8,963 8.9 
Hartington, Cedar 1,701 11,339 -7.7 Wahoo, Saunders 2,379 18,167 -1.6 
Hastings, Adams 19,895 153,685 2.4 Wakefield, Dixon 326 2,751 -1.7 
Hab Sprin~s, Sheridan 297 2,467 3.4 Wauneta, Chase 242 2,545 12.3 He ron, T ayer 1,644 12,157 -5.9 Waverly, Lancaster 612 4,869 14.1 
Henderson, York 761 5,561 16.4 Wayne, Wayne 3,238 23,102 2.8 
Hickman, Lancaster 223 1,748 7.4 weering Water, Cass 647 4,399 -6.8 
Holdrege, Phelps 4,940 36,679 4.1 Wes Point, Cuming 3,751 27,770 10.6 
Hooper, Dodge 287 2,374 12.8 Wilber, Saline 473 3,305 -5.5 
Humboldt, Richardson 464 3,837 4.6 Wisner, Cuming 564 4,109 2.6 
Humphre~ Platte 792 5,470 11.6 Wood River, Hall 552 3,527 4.8 
Imperial, hase 1,712 12,935 4.1 Wymore, Gage 445 3,193 4.9 
Juniata, Adams 141 1,537 4.0 
"Does not include motor vehicle sales. Motor vehicle net taxable retail sales are reported by county only. 
Source: Nebraska Department of Revenue 
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"Totals may not add due to rounding 
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Regional Emplovmenl-199410 OClober 1996 
Southeast CeDtral 0 ,... 0 '995 • , ... 
JFMAMJJASONO lIonheast 
Siulbeast 
J F M A M J J A SON 0 
J F M A M J J A SON 0 SloUI City MSI 
OmahaMSA 
JFMAMJJASONO 
J F M A M J J A S ON 0 Ulc:oln MSA 
J F MAMJJASOND 
Busi"m in NrbrtUkll (BIN) NowmbrrlDt'umbrr 1996 
1996 Regional Retail Sales 1$0001 
Change from Year AgO 
•• 111 • •• ,. • •••• liliiii CUInII 
[[" 17,982 11 16,243 4.2 4.4 
ElllCIIInI 
[I ... CIIInI 46,402 ~ I] 8.5 13,841 38,118 ·5.0 
2.8 
1.453,422 
4.0 
" 
Emplovment bv Industrv 
Q) 
Revised Preliminary ... 
September October % Change III 
1996 1996 vs YrAgo 0:: 
c: 
Place of Work 0 
Nonfarm 831 ,339 839,823 1 .• .-... 
Construction & Mining 38,903 38,696 1.4 III 
Manufacturing 113.638 114,066 1.4 -.... 
Durables 54,377 54,547 1.2 c: 
Nondurables 59,261 59,519 1 .• 
-
l eU' 50,019 50,518 0.9 
Trade 206,750 209,418 0.8 
Wholesale 53,912 55,328 2.7 
Retail 152,838 154,090 0.2 
FIRE*" 52,314 52,551 ·0.2 
Services 219,973 222,083 3.9 
Government 149,742 152,491 0.3 
Place of Residence 
Civi lian Labor Force 902,044 913 ,936 0.8 
Unemployment Rate 2.1 2.5 
• Transportation, Communication, and Utilities 
•• Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate 
Souow; _ ..... ~ ofU.bOI 
Nou~m,,"IDrcnnkr 1996 
SlIUI CIIYlSA 
<JI I 11,427 II 1II1II1111 5 .1 
128,141 IIII.USA 
7 .• 
<JII 570,744 II 2.4 I_I. Ul ell. MSA 
211 ,360 
7.5 
Price Indices 
Consjmer Price Index · U' 
(1982-84 = tOO) 
% Change YTo % 
November vs Change vs 
1996 YrAgo YrAgo 
All Items 158.6 3.0 2.8 
Commodities 141 .5 2.4 2.3 
Services 179.9 3.3 2 .• 
U· = All Urban consumers 
Saur<:.: u.s. EknMJ of UOor Sla\llticI 
Businm in Nebraska (BIN) 
County of tbe Montb 
Brown 
Ainsworth" County Seal 
License plate prefix number: 75 INext County of Month 
Size of county: 1,214 square miles, ranks 10th in the state 
Population: 3,657 in 1990, a change of -16.5 percent from 1980 
Per capita personal income: $18,683 in 1994, ranks 56th in the state 
Net taxable retail sales ($000): $25,599 in 1995, a change of -7 .2 percent from 1994; $13,582 
during January-July 1996, a change of -7.6 percent from the same period one year ago 
Number of business and service establishments: 147 in 1993, 65.3 percent had less than five 
employees 
Unemployment rate: 4.0 percent in Brown County, 2.4 percent in Nebraska for 1995 
Nonfarm employment (1995): 
Agriculture: 
Wage and Salary workers 
Construction and Mining 
Manufacturing 
TCU 
Wholesale Trade 
Retail Trade 
FIRE 
Services 
Government 
Number offanns: 332 in 1992, 344 in 1987 
Average fann size: 1,957 acres in 1992 
.... 
II1II CI&lJ 
815,089 3,495 
(percent of total) 
4.4 6.0 
13.7 2.9 
6.1 2.9 
6.5 6.5 
18.6 2.5 
6.4 4.8 
25.8 16.0 
18.5 35.8 
Market value offann products sold: $80.4 million in 1992 ($242,273 average per farm) 
SQuows, V.S. B ...... oIthe c-.... u.s. a..r-.. 01 Econorric ....... .,..... __ OepIrtrrent oIl8C>ot, __ o.p.nm..tol R .......... 
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1I0alll 
's 
" ~o')'l. Sel""' 
Univuli ly or Ncbr;ult .. · l incoln- Dr. James c. Moeser, ChttnuiJIJr 
College of BUlloCH Adminillr.llion- John W. Gocbd,lklln 
Bureau 01 Business Research (BBRI 
~~~ speCializes in . 
• economic impact assessment 
• demographic and economic projections 
• survey design 
• compilation and analysis of data 
• information systems design 
• public access to information via NU ONRAMP 
For mort ftormation 00 how BBR can assist you or )QI' organization. contact us (.02) 472-2334; sencl I-mail to: clamphear@cbamail.unl.edu: orusethe 
World Wide Web: wwwlcbe.unl .edufbbrlbbr.lllml 
Nowm~rID«rmbrr J 996 
.... ."" 
l1li11 ...... 
One data set ()(1 . 1 
...., is the Consumer 
Price Index (CPt). CPI is a 
measure of the average 
change in prices over time 
in a fixed market of goods 
and services. The Bureau 
of Labor Statistics publishes the CPt for two 
population groups: 1) All Urban Consumers 
(CPt-U) approximately 80% of the total popula-
tion; and 2) Urban Wage Eamers and Clerical 
Worilers (CPI-W) 32% of the total population. 
This data set includes groups such as 
professional, managerial, and technical wQl'1(ers, 
the self employed, short· tenn worilers, the 
unemployed, and retirees and others not in the 
labor force, in addition to wage eamers and 
clerical worilers. To find these files on n 
...., go to Data Central and choose the 
subject search. Choose Indexes (170000) then 
Consumer Price Index (170100) from the 
subjects menu. Find CPI by using a file name 
search: CPt 
........ , 
World Wide Web Address 
http://www.cba.unl.edulbbr/onramp.html 
Bus;"m ill Nebrnska (BIN) 
